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Philip Seyclin 
The Washington Best 

Bear Hr. Ueyelia, 

5^2j* loiter is mt teteft&ed for pukHmtten. Ste lest tim you pttbUshsd: a latter 
from m you Menage* to pi® ft »p lute a tesnteg opposite sste* end thee ««mniss thie 
la the "correction.* Oress&iEB enough. 

It teyou* l^pcs* function to romago tte editorial acateafc of tho Po&t. The 
editoylea content of the Post is Of great laportanee la a ttee of ortete. X believe wo 
are now te *W of the greatm crises, and I look Wic an wa^» It is also your oblige 
tiisi to be a® eo^letely honest an ass can he «©& net to as® your payer for personal 
reasons, not to he art molested proaidcnt or uny te in g 1*1^ that. 

the editorial eeetioa is often » literary tiwatU AsA on all sort® of issue® - 
other than too Often on Mixon and %tergtete <* it baa aft ess aeiyinry rsoord. 

®* WWap * recently it e©«te to be. at odd® with the mm a&ctiooo, which i# to sey 
that it in t Xyteg into tee face of fact,, and to have baeoese the whioXe for jjersoncl 

^ an effort to intrude uposi and to patrol mrmd and aatirral woafetefi of 
political processes. 

If tee Best tea tfistingaiahod ItMOf in Watergate reporting, tele is store of an 
indictment of tea prase in general than unstinted axutee for tee Poet# which has, as 
what will follow will indicate, dona loss tbim it could and I think should haw done. 

What X have onllad a campaign emm to hate begun Kite abdication when Mixon 
plated Ford aa the <j£M mm. b£B.% mxLfyzA to 3U00&&& hia# $h#ra ism then a 
teal^aH belief teat getting Ford confirmed would give a good, solid crack at Mixon. 

ifalaesiy n&Qut tto 2ii Ills ooitflrJsatAoii &Hd jro^t 

were silent. And thus there was m editorial commit m a ism. m notoriously 

without aocoapltahEiant or pr&&m in Hoc te 4 ® emsething about the najnrecedonted 
national probl®as f or which he .already had a .share of Iton*s blaae. 

iteat the second round of Watergate tedictamte yam haw ted. m oommt, ire they 
really all 4«stte® tejaaate or tha country naads? And If teey ate- net, as is apparent ’ 
te anymo with a docent c&SEand of fact, tear account for tee absence of Post ocmaat? 

H®» taseoon* for ywm lack of mmm% m tee original whitewashing indiotettnte and your 
gblteatten of AOnw praise for tee aiiitewaetera, «h* leader of who, si has gone to 
Ms fflssniaii regard also VToteout ysar comfsjntf 

Jfesterday you elangaorod for w foimesa ft to Ford with l@®s tetri fair direct quotatioa 
of what yea repajtesotsd aft Ms record on the re^drsaeato of isp^ohaant. With tots © m 
Talmtsm* teat ha flaunts daily ford con te hold to .Justify different editorial consent. 
irn tt ym elected this as the wquireemt of yowe eoasoimee and year ehligatloa, tew 
©ouM ym ignora Ms n^or speech m that, the one te reprinted at tea tise of his 
«ixo»-m^5]wtsd. cjuspaign against teu#as? 

followed upon Joe Kraft* s elasfeor for tee pmas to ftetter steieate, to 
suspend reporting by the only way it appears to halm, from leaks, which is to ssy that 
those who have reason to hollow what tee people should teew U teiftg suppressed and 
are wUlisig to ri.uk teeaselws to let it be kamm should te stifled by tte press, 

you, eoinoiiiftjg with Kraft again, go after Milter Hills, fou do it in seeing 
test Kiam i® ttgMte ^usMfted* 4 In tesaciMa^j what Mile said m n “cheap ^©t,** left's 
devie© is to give the temfag “report* and not the foot in it as %lle* teste and te accuse 
^111® of 



Sfhe HiiGBfetan is sat, as you pretend, tefo&e tin court®. Wherein is the prejudging? 
la it wrong to aaka ecsasent on foot? If the fact is of shattering sagniiacl®, is it wrong 
for a politiaftdn to undertake to prepare for that? Xs it throng for #ip ff to giro g-timw 
a signal? Or unkind to give Hison mxjf alte^iatiina? Or Members of tfongroes reason to ©top 
and do mm thinking? 

Uo put it another way * Is ^ixou alone to aahags the ussss r to control xteb people 
can know and think about? 

iHr 

Ihstoad of suppose 1 , m you sgd &m£t do, that ft Jls is up to some dirty deed, why 
not suppose that he knows wluit he is talking about? 

lou did not accuse Senator Long of Ste Judging *fean be said &ixoh gypped the frustwxy 
and at the sutie tim sought to pisotsot Sixoii from his own tsroofesdhosfs. 

®iat has already boon reported about Mxeft's financial CTmtedneae is & prls® 
fade case of ftnud* and long before the stories started br&aking lay accident the Foat 
is sixrng the papers X tof erased about it. Xf my of toe :»pw*tiKg of Sixmos dubious 
doto-ga with taxes is the result of imxfctigatlre reporfcX&g, I do not so *w*ll it. It 
tms leaked, what Joe Kraft new demands the presa ipsoro. 

However, if th« press bad done its own investigation, «**& « vary simple investi- 
gation it is, the proof of fraudulent intent #tf and of conspiracy in it is isori table. 

Here 1 a® talking about what has tern reported and what is, more basic than what 

has bom, 'H is the kind of thing me would expect Hill® not to ignore ®sd to have in aiad* 

3tbu have on alternative to desssfiding "fairness" to Ford, over Ms unfairness and to 
oasti^tiag Mills for otter than you represent hia as having dsns* got toe story ho cafi 
have is mind. 

%Ib, net toe rale ia Which ym have » t .yourself, is too true and too traditional 
function of too press, 

Arc you and too Post up to it? 

4 MeaAW hits, for toe future, when this is all over, if you think I as bluffing, I 
invito you to caH ffls* It is in s-y files, it is duted long la the past and it is obvious* 
Others la the pteea and la Oangmtm have already abdicated. Will fm &M too Post 
continue to so you and Kraft c® play state&rsefd ratter than, journalists? 

Without <W£peetatlo», 



Harold Weicterg 



